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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 9-26,28, 30-34 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 19-26 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Todd et 
al., 6,742,059 B1 (hereafter referred to Todd). 

4. Regarding claim 19, Todd taught a method for providing information about at 
least one device to a client, wherein the device and the client are part of a networked 
management system (column 1, lines 9-12), the method comprising the steps of: 

(a) storing in a central memory coupled to the network, property information for 
the device (column 5, lines 1-7); 

(b) receiving change information from the network indicating that a property of 
the device has changed (column 5, lines 7-13); 
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(c) storing, in the central memory, the change information relating to the property 
of the device (column 5, lines 7-13); 

(d) storing, in the central memory, a property time stamp corresponding to the 
change information indicating when the property of the device changed (column 5, lines 
51-53); 

(e) receiving a polling request for status information from a client regarding the 
property, wherein the client has a client time stamp that is earlier than the property time 
stamp (column 9, lines 15-23); and 

(f) providing the change information to the client via the network responsive to 
the polling request, wherein the client has accurate information regarding the device to 
be controlled (column 9, lines 29-44). 

5. Regarding dependent claim 20, Todd taught a computer readable medium 
having executable instructions for performing the steps recited in claim 19 (column 7, 
lines 3-6). 

6. Regarding claim 21 , Todd taught in a network comprising a plurality of clients, a 
plurality of software controllable devices and a computer-readable medium, a 
distributed system for controlling the devices (column 1, lines 9-12), comprising in 
combination: 

(a) at least one control object residing in the computer-readable accessible to a 
software controllable device and exposing controllable properties for the respective 
device, the control object accepting and issuing messages to and from the respective 
device (column 3, lines 34-52); 
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(b) an event manager residing in the computer-readable medium accepting and 
issuing messages to the control object and storing the exposed controllable properties 
and property values of the devices (column 5, lines 1-13); and 

(c) a user interface residing in the client adapted to receive property value 
information from the event manager, and accept and issue control messages to and 
from the event manager (column 7, lines 14-16; column 2, lines 40-45), 

wherein the event manager serves as an interface for the client to issue 
commands to the software controllable devices and to receive updates of any changes 
to the properties values (column 2, lines 2-14), and 

wherein the event manager has computer-executable instructions for performing 
the steps of: (i) receiving a polling request from a client for status information regarding 
at least one property of a device wherein the polling request provides a client time 
stamp indicating when the client last polled the event manager for property change 
information (column 9, lines 18-23); (ii) comparing the client time stamp information with 
the time stamp corresponding to when the property that the client requests last changed 
value (column 9, lines 29-40); and (iii) if the client time stamp is earlier than the time 
stamp corresponding to when the property that the client polled last changed value, 
providing the property value information to the client in response to the polling request 
(column 9, lines 40-44). 

7. Regarding dependent claim 22, Todd taught the event manager has a 
persistence store container identifying each control object of the devices to be controller 
(column 5, lines 13-21). 
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8. Regarding dependent claim 23, Todd taught each control object in the 
persistence store has associated parameters selected from the group consisting of an 
identification of the control object, a name of the control object, a location of the 
associated device, an exposed properties listing of the associated device, and a 
property descriptor (column 3, lines 34-41). 

9. Regarding dependent claim 24, Todd taught the property descriptor enumerates 
the exposed properties of the control object (column 3, lines 34-41 ). 

10. Regarding dependent claim 25, Todd taught the event manager has a custom 
container identifying each control object based on locations of the associated devices 
(column 3, lines 34-41). 

1 1 . Regarding dependent claim 26, Todd taught each property stored in event 
manager has an associated time stamp indicating when the property last changed value 
(column 9, lines 29-44). 



Application/Control Number: 09/894,446 



Art Unit: 2145 



Page6 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

13. Claims 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Todd 
in view of Kumar et al., USPN 6,665,731 (hereafter referred to as Kumar). 

14. Todd does not specifically teach XML. An analogous art, Kumar discloses a 
system for remotely accessing device information wherein the client communicates with 
the event manager via extensible Markup Language (XML) (abstract, column 4, lines 
53-60). Given the teaching of Kumar, a person having ordinary skill in the art would 
have readily recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Todd by 
employing XML in the communication between the client and the event manager. This 
benefits the system because XML is easily expanded to include new devices and data 
types and can be viewed and utilized by a client of any platform. 

15. Claims 31-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Todd in view of Foley et al., USPN 6,487,590 (hereafter referred to as Foley). 

1 6. Regarding claims 31 , Todd does not specifically teach the software controllable 
devices communicate via a COM. However, Foley further teaches the software 
controllable devices communicate with the event manager via a component object 
model (COM) (column 4, lines 3-10). Given the teaching of Foley, a person having 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, would have modified Todd's 
object model to incorporate a COM model to utilize the advantages associated with 
COM models. 

17. Regarding claims 32, Todd taught the client is not COM-enabled (column 3, lines 
47-52). 

18. Regarding claims 33, Todd does not specifically teach a DCOM model. However, 
Foley further teaches the software controllable devices communicate with the event 
manager via a distributed component object model (DCOM) (column 4, lines 3-10). 
Given the teaching of Foley, a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made, would have modified Todd's object model to incorporate a DCOM 
model in Todd's event manager to utilize the advantages associated with DCOM 
models. 

19. Claim 34 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Todd in 
view of Humpleman et al., USPN 6,546,419 (hereafter referred to as Humpleman). 

20. In an analogous art, Humpleman discloses a system for the remote monitoring 
and control of devices wherein the devices are selected from the group consisting of 
electronics, appliances, furniture, and fixtures (abstract; figure 3). Given the teaching of 
Humpleman et al., a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying the system of Todd by 
monitoring one of the above-mentioned devices. This benefits the system by allowing a 
user to monitor home equipment when away from home. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

21. Claims 1-6, 8-14 are allowed. 

22. Claim 28 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

23. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: The prior art 
of record fails to teach or suggest a client subscriber to at least one controllable 
property and then polls an event manager for at least one controllable property as 
supported by the arguments on page 8 of the remarks, filed on January 23, 2006. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

Conclusion 

24. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Patrice Winder whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3935. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 10:30 am-7:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on 571-272-3933. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Primary Examiner 
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